THE DEATH OF STRAFFORD
Earl, joining with the Scots commissioners, who were
implacable against him/ No wholly satisfactory
explanation of this statement has ever been made.
It is not impossible that there may have been a
project for a complete reorganisation of the govern-
ment in which principal parliamentarians should hold
some of the high offices of State, while Strafjford should
remain in place under proper control. Such an
expedient, though very unlikely in the pass to which
things had then come, would have been dishonourable
to nobody. On the other hand, there seems to be in
the tone of Whitelock5 s words a veiled suggestion of
conspiracy, and that there should have been anything
of the sort is simply not credible. That Pym and
Hampden and the others could have acted at this
stage, or indeed at any time, from motives of self-
interest and without the knowledge of their party is
outside the range of possibility. Whitelock gives no
hint as to how or from whom the proposal originated,
or as to whether it was ever actively considered by the
Puritan leaders concerned. Had he been a hostile
witness we might have suspected that there was some
substance in his reflection which is not clearly divulged.
As it is it can only be supposed that his pen for once
has failed to do justice to his usually clear powers of
expression. For Whitelock himself was chairman
of the impeachment committee, he was as active as
anyone in the arrangement and presentation of the
evidence against Strafford, and elsewhere he speaks
highly of his colleagues, notably Pym and Hampden.
Of the last named he wrote, after Chalgrove Field :
€ His affection to public liberty . . . exposed him to
many difficulties and troubles, as in the business of the
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